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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-7 and 15-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Taguchi et al., US 6,584,210. 

In claims 1 and 15, Taguchi discloses an information processing apparatus and 
method, comprising: 

retrieving means for retrieving, from an information signal, a detection signal for 
detecting digital watermark information (col. 11, lines 21-55); 

communicating means for transmitting the detection signal to another apparatus 
and receiving a processed result for the digital watermark information detected from the 
detection signal (col. 3, lines 27-28; col. 11, lines 21-55); 

controlling means for performing control so as to restrict processing of the 
information signal, based on the processed result (col. 13, lines 6-18); and 

storing means for storing the processed result in a manner capable of 
communicating with another apparatus (col. 3, lines 27-28). 
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In claims 2 and 16, Taguchi discloses an information processing apparatus and 
method according to claims 1 and 15, respectively, wherein the detection signal 
comprises a component selected from, of content information for detecting the digital 
watermark information, components needed for the detection (col. 11, lines 21-55). 

In claims 3 and 17, Taguchi discloses an information processing apparatus and 
method according to claims 1 and 15, respectively, wherein the controlling means 
generates a warning when an improper condition for executing processing on the 
information signal is detected based on the processed result (col. 13, lines 6-18 - 
majority decision provides notice of results). 

In claims 4 and 18, Taguchi discloses an information processing apparatus and 
method according to claims 3 and 17, respectively, wherein the controlling means 
generates a varied warning in accordance with the number of detections of the improper 
condition (col. 13, lines 6-18). 

In claims 5 and 19, Taguchi discloses an information processing apparatus and 
method according to claims 1 and 15, respectively, wherein, when an improper 
condition for executing processing on the information signal is detected based on the 
processed result, the controlling means imposes a restriction on a capability of 
processing the information signal in accordance with the number of detections of the 
improper condition (col. 13, lines 6-1 8). 

In claims 6 and 20, Taguchi discloses an information processing apparatus and 
method according to claims 1 and 15, respectively, wherein the retrieving means 
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retrieves the detection signal in accordance with the setting of a predetermined 
parameter (col. 7, line 6 - col. 8, line 4). 

In claims 7 and 21, Taguchi discloses an information processing apparatus and 
method according to claims 6 and 20, respectively, wherein the predetermined 
parameter selectively sets a portion having a high distribution rate to the detection of 
relevant information based on the detection signal (col. 7, line 6 - col. 8, line 4). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 8-14 and 22-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Taguchi and further in view of Shur, US 6,330,672. 

In claims 8 and 22, Taguchi fails to disclose the predetermined parameter sets a 
frequency band filter that passes a frequency band of relevant information. Shur 
discloses the predetermined parameter sets a frequency band filter that passes a 
frequency band of relevant information (col. 7, lines 41-46). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with Shur's 
method for watermarking digital bitstreams utilizing a frequency band filter to organize 
data streams. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to provide Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with a frequency 
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band filter because it allows a digital signal to be relatively pure of adverse influences 
and confined to a known or expected bandwidth of the signal (Shur, col. 7, lines 45-47). 

In claims 9 and 23, Taguchi fails to disclose the predetermined parameter sets 
the range of playback time of ah information signal on which relevant information is 
superimposed. Shur discloses the predetermined parameter sets the range of playback 
time of an information signal on which relevant information is superimposed (col. 6, lines 
1-37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with Shur's 
method for watermarking digital bitstreams utilizing a range of playback time to organize 
data. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to provide Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with a range of playback time 
because it limits the ability to easily replicate digital video by simply copying binary 
bitstreams (Shur, col. 3, lines 26-33). 

In claims 10 and 24, Taguchi fails to disclose the predetermined parameter sets 
the range of a frame or field of playback video of an information signal on which relevant 
information is superimposed. Shur discloses the predetermined parameter sets the 
range of a frame or field of playback video of an information signal on which relevant 
information is superimposed (col. 6, lines 1-37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with Shur's 
method for watermarking digital bitstreams utilizing a range of a frame or field of 
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playback video to organize data. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to provide Taguchi's digital watermark processing method 
with a range of a frame or field of playback video because it limits the ability to easily 
replicate digital video by simply copying binary bitstreams (Shur, col. 3, lines 26-33). 

In claims 1 1 and 25, Taguchi discloses an information processing apparatus and 
method according to claims 6 and 20, respectively, wherein the predetermined 
parameter sets the range of pixels of an information signal on which relevant 
information is superimposed (col. 3, line 37 - col. 4, line 15). Taguchi fails to disclose 
playback video. Shur discloses playback video (col. 7, lines 18-22). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with Shur's 
method for watermarking digital bitstreams utilizing playback video to organize data. It 
is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
provide Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with a range of playback video 
because it limits the ability to easily replicate digital video by simply copying binary 
bitstreams (Shur, col. 3, lines 26-33). 

In claims 12 and 26, Taguchi fails to disclose the predetermined parameter sets 
a level range of a playback signal of an information signal on which relevant information 
is superimposed. Shur discloses the predetermined parameter sets a level range of a 
playback signal of an information signal on which relevant information is superimposed 
(col. 6, lines 1-37). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with Shur's 
method for watermarking digital bitstreams utilizing a range of playback signal to 
organize data. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to provide Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with a range of 
playback signal because it limits the ability to easily replicate digital video by simply 
copying binary bitstreams (Shur, col. 3, lines 26-33). 

In claims 13 and 27, Taguchi fails to disclose the predetermined parameter sets 
a level range of a band-separated playback signal of an information signal on which 
relevant information is superimposed. Shur discloses the predetermined parameter 
sets a level range of a band-separated playback signal of an information signal on 
which relevant information is superimposed (col. 7, lines 41-46). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with Shur's 
method for watermarking digital bitstreams utilizing a band-separated playback signal to 
organize data streams. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to provide Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with a 
band-separated playback signal because it allows a digital signal to be relatively pure of 
adverse influences and confined to a known or expected bandwidth of the signal (Shur, 
col. 7, lines 45-47). 

In claims 14 and 28, Taguchi discloses an information processing apparatus 
according to claim 6, wherein the predetermined parameter selectively sets an intra 



Application/Control Number: 10/623,989 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2137 

picture of a group-of-picture structure when an information signal on which relevant 
information is superimposed (col. 3, lines 37-54; col. 4, lines 16-46). Taguchi fails to 
disclose an information signal is compressed and encoded in compliance with a motion 
picture experts group 2 standard. Shur discloses an information signal is compressed 
and encoded in compliance with a motion picture experts group 2 standard (col. 2, lines 
46-61). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with Shur's 
method for watermarking digital bitstreams utilizing a compressed and encoded 
information signal in compliance with motion picture experts group 2 standard to 
organize data streams. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to provide Taguchi's digital watermark processing method with a 
compressed and encoded information signal in compliance with motion picture experts 
group 2 standard because it helps eliminate redundancy in digital signals (Shur, col. 3, 
lines 48-51; col. 4, lines 10-25), 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: Stefik et al., US 7,031,471; Echizen et al., US 6,728,408; Stefik 
et al., US 6,233,684; Linnartz et al., US 5,933,798; Linnartz et al., US 7,000,1 1 3; 
Tanaka, US 2001/0026616; Yuval, US 2006/0174128; Stefik et al., US 2006/0059562; 
Tsuria, US 2005/0149735; Brundage et al., US 2002/0147910. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jaric Loving whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1686. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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